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DETAILED ACTION 
A ckno wledgements 

1 . Applicants' amendment filed on September 13, 2007 is acknowledged. 
Accordingly claims 1-43 are canceled and claims 44-61 are newly added and remain 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 44-60, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0054930 A1 or 2007/0094710 A1 
in view of Lao et al U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0012683 A9. 

As per claims 44 and 48 , Walker et al discloses a feature rights management 
system for a telecommunications network that relies on feature keys requested by 
hardware, said feature rights management system comprising: 

a feature rights server (Feature Activation system 108; fig. 1) having a repository 
for storing feature keys (license database 156; fig. 1), the feature keys containing at 
least activation rights for telecommunications features (telecommunication application, 
fig. 1), telecommunications feature units and destination Ids (fig. 1; telecommunication 
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application or components; 0009; which discloses that the license file contains a serial 
number that must be present on the hardware); 

« 

a plurality of application sub-agents (Telecommunication Applications 124; fig. 1), 
each application sub-agent operating over the telecommunications network to perform 
telecommunications functions enabled by feature rights, wherein each application sub- 
agent is capable of being provisioned by a telecommunications network operator 
(service personnel 0074; which discloses that the personnel can turn additional features 
on or off), and, upon provisioning by the telecommunications network operator, the 
application sub-agent pulls needed permissions from a feature rights management 
agent and pushes un-needed permissions back to the feature rights management agent 
(0048; which discloses that control processor 120 executes telecommunication 
application 124 ... to perform the telecommunication functions and features; 0071 which 
discloses that license file is uploaded onto communication link 116 and transmitted to 

* 

the switch/server 100. ..the license manager replaces the existing license...); 

a feature rights management agent (license manager 132 fig. 1) having a its own 
agent ID and operatively coupled to the feature rights server to receive feature keys 
from the feature rights server, to positively compare the destination IDs in received keys 
to its own agent ID and thereby store the activation rights and units of 
telecommunications features in a repository and for receiving un-needed permissions 
pushed from application sub-agents and thereby placing them in the repository and for 
receiving pull permission requests from application sub-agents, considering whether the 
repository has available rights and thereby delivering consenting permissions requests 
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to the pulling application sub-agents (0052 which discloses that the license manager 
132 reads license file 144, compares the serial numbers(s) in the license file 144 with a 
serial number in the switch hardware... delivers permission to run the 
telecommunication application 124); and 

a common bus for connecting together agents including the plurality of 
application sub- agents and the feature rights management agent (see fig. 1; inherent 
feature: switch/server or general purpose computer have common bus for connecting 
together application cards). 

■ 

What Walker et al does not explicitly disclose is pushes un-needed permissions 
back to the feature rights management agent. Walker however discloses that the 
service personnel does provision the application cards and that the personnel can turn 
additional features on or off. That the values and settings of the license file 144 at the 
switch/server will be the same as the recorded values and settings for the license file in 
the database 156 recorded at the RFA system 108. 

Lao et al discloses pushes un-needed permissions back to the feature rights 
management agent (see claim 22 which discloses that returning previously assigned but 
unused software licenses to said pool of available licenses). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Walker et al and incorporate a feature 
rights sub-agent that pushes un-needed permissions back to the feature rights 
management agent in view of Lao et al because when the service personnel make the 
changes to the license file, a corresponding change is recorded with the license 
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database and the released feature licenses are not retained by the sub-agent and may 
be used for the activation of other features desiring activation of its features. 

As per claims 45 and 50 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein operator intervention is effected over a protocol or 
command line interface to provision the plurality of application sub-agents (see fig. 1; 
user#1 SAT screen or User #2; browser; 0074; which discloses personnel access the 
licensing database via GUI 106). 

As per claims 46 and 49 . Walker et al further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein the agent ID corresponds to a serial number of a feature 
rights management agent (0052 which discloses that the license manager 132 reads 
license file 144, compares the serial numbers(s) in the license file 144 with a serial 
number in the switch hardware...). 

As per claim 47 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein each of the plurality of application sub-agents comprise an application 
card operatively disposed in a plurality of slots of at least one chassis, each application 
card operatively coupled to the feature rights management agent over the common bus 
on a chassis backplane to pull needed permissions and push un-needed permissions 
from the feature rights management agent (see fig. 1; switch/server; 0052 which 
discloses deliver permission to run the telecommunication application 124). 
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As per claim 51 Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, further comprising a feature rights server (fig. 1 ; Feature Activation system 108) 
having a repository for storing the feature keys for the telecommunications features 
(license database 158) and for transferring feature rights between the feature rights 
management agents (license manager 132) and the server in the form of the feature 
keys (fig. 1; Feature Activation system 108; 0052 which discloses that the license 
manager delivers the permission to run the telecommunication application 124 ). 



As per claim 52 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, 

wherein a connection between the feature rights management agents and the 
feature rights server uses feature keys because it is un-trusted (fig. 1; communication 
across public network 112; 0047 which discloses telecommunication switch/server 100 
is interconnected to public telephone network 112 thus un-trusted); and 

wherein a connection between the plurality of application sub-agents (Tel. App. 
124) and a corresponding feature rights management agent (License manager 132) 
uses permissions, and not keys having destination IDs, because it is trusted (fig. 1; both 
reside inside the same switch/server there communication presumed trusted) 



As per claim 53 ; Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 



system, 
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wherein the feature rights management system further comprises a chassis 
comprising a plurality of card slots (fig. 1; inherent feature of switch/server); and 

wherein the plurality of application sub-agents are cards disposed in the card 
slots and connected to a common backplane bus (fig. 1 ; inherent feature of 
switch/server). 

As per claim 54 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein the feature rights management agent comprises a system manager 
card operatively disposed in a slot of a chassis (fig. 1 ; inherent feature of switch/server 
here named license manager). 

As per claim 55 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein each of the plurality of application sub-agents comprise an application 
card operatively disposed in a plurality of slots of at least one chassis, each application 
card operatively coupled to the feature rights management agent over the common bus 
on a chassis backplane to pull needed permissions and push un-needed permissions 
from the feature rights management agent (fig! 1; switch/server). 

What Walker et al failed to explicitly disclose is push un-needed permissions from 
the feature rights management agent 

Lao discloses push un-needed permissions from the feature rights management 
agent (see claim 22). 
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Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Walker et al and incorporate a feature 
rights sub-agent that pushes un-needed permissions back to the feature rights 
management agent in view of Lao et al because when the service personnel make the 
changes to the license file, a corresponding change is recorded with the license 
database and the released feature licenses are not retained by the sub-agent and may 
be used for the activation of other features desiring activation of its features. 

As per claim 56 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein the feature keys are of at least two kinds of keys: network keys 

destined to the feature rights server and element keys destined for the feature rights 

■ 

management agent (keys from Remote feature Activation system to telecommunication 
switch/server see fig. 1) but does not disclose network keys destined to the feature 
rights server. 

Lao et al discloses network keys destined to the feature rights server (see claim 
22 which discloses that returning previously assigned but unused software licenses to 
said pool of available licenses). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Walker et al and incorporate a feature 
rights sub-agent that pushes un-needed permissions back to the feature rights 
management agent in view of the teachings of Lao et al because when the service 
personnel make the changes to the license file, a corresponding change is recorded 
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with the license database and the released feature licenses are not retained by the sub- 
agent and may be used for the activation of other features desiring activation of its 
features. 

As per claim 57 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein the feature rights management agent (license manager 132) requests 
keys for features from the feature rights server when the number of unallocated feature 
units is deficient to satisfy a pull for permissions by an application sub-agent (0052; 
delivers permission to the telecommunication Application 124). 

As per claim 58 , Walker et al failed to explicitly disclose a feature rights 
management apparatus, wherein the feature rights management agent releases feature 
keys from a feature rights management agent and moves feature rights keys to the 
feature rights server. 

Lao et al discloses a feature rights management apparatus according to claim 
51 , wherein the feature rights management agent releases feature keys from a feature 
rights management agent and moves feature rights keys to the feature rights server 
(see claim 22 which discloses that returning previously assigned but unused software 
licenses to said pool of available licenses). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Walker et al and incorporate a feature 
rights management apparatus according to claim 51, wherein the feature rights 
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management agent releases feature keys from a feature rights management agent and 
moves feature rights keys to the feature rights server in view of the teachings of Lao et 
al because when the service personnel make the changes to the license file, a 
corresponding change is recorded with the license database and the released feature 
licenses are not retained by the sub-agent and may be used for the activation of other 
features desiring activation of its features. 

As per claim 59 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
apparatus, wherein each feature unit designates how many instances of a feature 
category is permitted within a domain of a distribution node identified by the destination 
ID (see fig. 3 and 4; 0010; which discloses maximum number of concurrently registered 
IP stations, administered IP trunks...). 

As per claim 60 , Walker et al further discloses a feature rights management 
apparatus, wherein the telecommunications feature units of the feature keys comprise 
data designating a maximum number of simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted 
to use a given feature (0100; DCS call coverage; capacity setting for various 
telecommunication application; 0058 which discloses maximum number of mobile 
stations). 

3. Claim 61, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0044630 A1 and Lao et al U.S. 



• 
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Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0012683 A9 as applied to claim 48 above, and 
further in view of Salkini et al U.S. Patent No. 6,912,230. 

As per claim 61 . both Walker et al and Lao et al failed to explicitly disclose a 
feature rights management apparatus, wherein an activation right for a 
telecommunications feature of the feature keys comprises a prepaid billing feature in a 

» 

telecommunications network. 

Salkini et al discloses a feature rights management system, wherein the features 
comprises prepaid billing (see fig. 85; col. 10, lines 1-10; col. 2, lines 30-40). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Walker et al and incorporate a feature 
rights management system, wherein the features comprises prepaid billing as taught by 
Salkini et al in order to show one example of telecommunication services that could be 
offered by the system. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicants arguments with respect to claimsl, 2, 7, 9-10, 19-28, and 30-43 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art ad are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles C. Agwumezie whose number is (571) 272- 
6838. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on (571) 272 - 6712. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles C. Agwumezie whose number is (571) 272- 
6838. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571) 272 - 6779. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Charlie Lion Agwumezie 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3621 
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November 12, 2007. 
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